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Farmingdale Route 201 Design Build
RFI Questions and Answers
Revised Schedule
Milestone
MaineDOT Issues RFQ
Deadline for Design-Builders to Submit Questions on RFQ
*MaineDOT Issues Responses to Questions Received on RFQ
Deadline for Design-Builders to Submit SOQ
*MaineDOT Notifies Short-Listed Design-Builders
MaineDOT Issues Draft RFP
Deadline for Design-Builders to Submit Draft RFP
Comments
MaineDOT Issues Responses to RFP Comments and Issues
Final RFP
Deadline for Design-Builders to Submit Final RFP
Comments
MaineDOT Issues Responses to Final RFP Comments
Deadline for Design-Builders to Submit ATC Proposals
MaineDOT Issues Responses to ATC Proposals
Deadline for Design-Builders to Submit Technical and
Price Proposal Packages
Deadline for Design-Builders to Submit Cure for Technical
Responsiveness (if applicable)
Price Proposal Opening, Best Value Determined
MaineDOT Awards Contract
Design-Builder Begins Construction
Design-Builder Completes Construction

Date
4-28-2010
5-5-10 at 3:00 PM (EST)
5-12-10
5-19-10 at 3:00 PM (EST)
5-26-10
5-26-10
6-2-10
6-9-10
6-16-10 at 3:00 PM (EST)
6-23-10
6-30-10
7-7-10
7-21-10 at 3:00 PM (EST)
7-28-10 at 3:00 PM (EST)
8-18-10 at 11:00 AM (EST)
8-31-10
September 2010 (At the
earliest)
June, 2012

Question 1
Under Section C. Price of the Draft Contract Agreement under both,
2. Water Main Replacement and
3. Sewer Facility Adjustments
For Fixed Price it states ($ Department to Supply Price)
Our understanding for this proposal is that all the design work necessary to incorporate
the proposed water and sewer improvement into the project design is to be included
within our lump sum fee for the roadway project however construction of the water and
sewer work shall fall under their own categories. The Draft RFP has language under
8.1.1 and 8.1.2 that suggests that this construction work will be paid for under established
unit prices in Appendix L and M provided to the contractor by the Department. If all of

the Design Build teams must work with the same unit costs for water and sewer
construction, why is the Department asking for individual pricing for this work. Could
you please elaborate more on this?
Response: The Department will provide the price, including unit prices and estimated
quantities, for the construction of the Water Main Replacement and Sewer Adjustment
work for the project. The unit prices provided for the Water Main Replacement and
Sewer Adjustments are provided to compensate the Design-Builder during construction
for this work, and are also the basis for any additional work, if required by the utilities.
This is for the construction of this work only. The design, construction, and contract
requirements for the Water Main Replacement and Sewer Adjustment Work are included
in appendices L and M of the RFP, respectively. However, any incidental construction
provisions required to complete the roadway construction that are also needed to
complete the Water Main Replacement and Sewer Adjustment work, including, but not
limited to, mobilization, flagging, maintenance of traffic, erosion-control measures,
cofferdams, and temporary support of these buried facilities, i.e., when installing roadway
drainage features, will be considered all inclusive in the Design-Builder’s lump-sum
price. This is as amended in the final RFP.
The Department recognizes that the Design-Builder will need to incorporate the Water
Main Replacement and Sewer Adjustment features in their design. As a result, the lumpsum price provided by the Design-Builder is to include all necessary design work needed
to incorporate the Water Maine Replacement and Sewer Adjustments into the roadway
design.

Question 2
During the period of the proposal prep, 6/9/10 to 7/7/10, is the Design Build team
allowed to discuss and/or meet with the various stake holders in the project to gain
additional insight into the projects desired end result. We understand that all waterline
questions are to go through the Department; however, are informal meetings allowed
with abutters, town officials, or members of the Trail Committee during this proposal
development period?
Response: Yes, informal meetings are allowed, but they are non-binding to the
Department or the Contractor.
Question 3
Is the Department going to allow for alternative types of prefabricated block walls to be
utilized on this project or only those types/manufacturers that are currently on the
Departments pre-approved list?
Response: The Department will allow all types of walls on the qualified products list at
http://www.state.me.us/mdot/transportation-research/qpl_pages/wallsystems.php
and in addition, dry-laid stone walls meeting the requirements of Special Provision Section 525,
Fieldstone Retaining Wall will be allowed. For this project only, other small-block wet-cast
concrete retaining wall systems will be allowed if designed according to the AASHTO LRFD
Bridge Design Specifications as of 2009, with concrete mix meeting all applicable provision of
Standard Specification Section 502 with the exception of chloride permeability. No dry-cast
concrete block wall systems will be allowed.

Question 4
Will Microstation DGN files of the PDR plans be posted to the web page in the near
future our will the Department be providing them in another way?
Response: The PDR design plans were developed using InRoads and those files are
currently posted to the project Web page
Question 5
Will the Department be available to respond to technical questions during the proposal
process for a certain period of time or is today’s RFP comment period our only
opportunity to ask project related questions?
Response: See Revised Milestone Schedule
Question 6
Section 1.6 on page 2-3 milestones and dates for Contract Award and Price Proposal
Opening appear to be mixed up.
Response: See Revised Milestone Schedule
Question 7
Section 1.14 on page 2-5 refers to "Appendix A" of the General Conditions...should that
be "Paragraph A" of section 104.3.8 of the General Conditions (page 1-58)?
Response: No, paragraph “A” refers to Federal Wage Rates and Appendix A refers to
conditions for Federally funded projects. Appendix “A” does not apply as this is a State
funded project

Question 8
Reference page 2-3 section 1.6 Procurement Schedule. The schedule does not include a
date for submission of ATC’s. What is the latest date that an ATC can be submitted?
Response: See Revised Milestone Schedule
Question 9
Reference page 2-4 section 1.11 On the Job Training. 3,000 hours of OJT seems on the
high side for this project. Would the department consider reducing the OJT hours?
Response: There will be no OJT on this project
Question 10
Reference page 1-33 section 102.2.3.1 Questions from Proposers. This section states that
questions must be submitted no later than the deadline for questions set forth in the
Project Requirements. The Project Requirements section 1.6 only has a deadline for
questions with regards to the Draft RFP. Will proposers be able to submit questions or
request clarifications after the 6/2/10 deadline for draft RFP comments?
Response: See Revised Milestone Schedule
Question 11

Reference page 2-9 section 3.2.1.2 Evaluation Criteria item 6. Item 6 states that superior
scores will be awarded to designs that incorporate aesthetically pleasing retaining walls.
As this is a subjective criteria, would the Department provide a list of retaining wall types
that they will consider “aesthetically” pleasing?
Response: The scoring team will consider the retaining wall type chosen by the DB
Team in terms of aesthetics for the project setting. The Department will allow all types of
walls on the qualified products list at
http://www.state.me.us/mdot/transportation-research/qpl_pages/wallsystems.php
and in addition, dry-laid stone walls meeting the requirements of Special Provision Section 525,
Fieldstone Retaining Wall will be allowed. For this project only, other small-block wet-cast
concrete retaining wall systems will be allowed if designed according to the AASHTO LRFD
Bridge Design Specifications as of 2009, with concrete mix meeting all applicable provision of
Standard Specification Section 502 with the exception of chloride permeability. No dry-cast
concrete block wall systems will be allowed.

Question 12
Reference page 2-19 section 7.1.1 Informal Section 7. Will proposers be able to submit
questions on this section after the Department has completed developing the requirements
in the Final RFP?
Response: See Revised Milestone Schedule
Question 13
Reference page 2-19 section 7.3.1 Design-Builder Requirements item 2. Will proposers
be able to submit questions on the specifications for the plan view, profile and cross
sections after the Department has completed developing the specifications in the Final
RFP?
Response: See Revised Milestone Schedule
Question 14
Reference page 2-21 section 8.1.1 New Water Main – Gardiner Water District. Will
proposers be able to submit questions and request clarifications on the final plans,
specifications, contract and compensation provisions after the Department has completed
developing these items in the Final RFP?
Response: See Revised Milestone Schedule
Question 15
Reference page 2-21 section 8.1.2 Sewer facility Adjustments – Town of Farmingdale.
Will proposers be able to submit questions and request clarifications on the
specifications, contract and compensation provisions after the Department has completed
developing these items in the Final RFP?
Response: See Revised Milestone Schedule
Question 16
Reference page 2-23 section 10.2 Retaining Wall Warranty. Will proposers be able to
submit questions and request clarifications on the revised language after the Department
has completed developing it in the Final RFP?
Response: There will be no retaining wall warranty on this project.

Question 17
Reference page 2-23 section 10.3 Structural Cross Culvert warranty. Will proposers be
able to submit questions and request clarifications on the revised language after the
Department has completed developing it in the Final RFP?
Response: There will be no Structural cross culvert warranty on this project
Question 18
Reference Appendix A – State wage Rates. We do not find the wage rates at the web
address listed. Can the department post the wages at the web address listed in the
document?
Response: A link to the Wage Rates are posted to the Project Web page (there are
separate wage rates for the water work)
Question 19
Reference Form A and Form D. Can these forms be provided electronically as word
documents?
Response: These documents are posted on the project web page
Question 20
Reference Appendix C Public and Stakeholder Meeting Minutes. We can not find the
“Blank Plan” Hearing minutes at the web address listed. Can the department post the
minutes to the web address listed?
Response: The meeting minutes are posted to the project web page
Question 21
Reference Appendix E Geotechnical Data – Pavement Design Criteria. Will proposers be
allowed to submit questions and request clarifications on the pavement design criteria
when it is completed and included in the final RFP?
Response: The mechanistic based pavement design criteria will not be used on this
project. The 1993 AASHTO Guide for the Design of Pavement Structures shall be used
for the pavement design. For request for clarification on this item See Revised Milestone
Schedule.
Question 22
Reference Appendix J Supplemental Specifications and General Provisions. We could
not find the special provisions at the web address listed. Will the special provisions be
posted and will proposers be allowed to submit questions and request clarifications after
they are posted?
Response: The Special Provisions have been posted to the web
Question 23
Section 1.2.2 asks the question “Does the schedule for the procurement process provided
in Section 1.6 provide sufficient time to maximize opportunities to meet or exceed the
Project goals?” We do not think it does and request that an additional 4-5 weeks.

Response: We have added two weeks to the schedule for submittal of proposals. This
timeline should be adequate for technical and price proposal development given the
amount of design work already completed for this project. See Revised Milestone
Schedule
Question 24
Section 1.2.2 refers to “stakeholder” coordination. Can you provide a complete list of
stakeholders?
Response: The amount and makeup of the “stakeholder” coordination is to be determined
by the Design Build team. See section 3.2.3.1.4
Question 25
Section 1.10 indicates that “the Department will not require the D-B to provide an
approved testing laboratory for QA testing purposes” Can you explain what your intent
here is and why?
Response: This item is not required for this project
Question 26
Can you explain the Public Process requirements? You mention that a “Blank Plan”
meeting was held, but Section 3.2.1.1 indicates that “the Technical Proposal will be
considered the Final Preliminary Design Report for the Project” Does this mean that no
further public buy-in is required? If not, at what point would this occur, and what
implications might it carry with it?
Response: The intent for a public meeting would be to conduct an informational meeting
to explain the project to the public and to incorporate feedback into the final design as
appropriate. The DB Team proposal should identify how they plan to implement such a
process.
Question 27
Section 6.1.3 Pavement Design describes the use of a “mechanistically based design
procedure”. In researching this issue we discovered that MaineDOT has only recently
begun the use of such a procedure. The current HDG Chapter 13 ndicates the use of
Darwin 3.1, which we understand is radically different from the new procedure. We have
reviewed a copy of the new ME-PDG version 1.1 released in September 2009. A
disclaimer on this software states “the ME-PDG is a research product, subject to change
without notice, and is not intended for use in its present form by public or private sector
organizations for routine pavement design or for any commercial purpose.” The
disclaimer goes on to state that the authors “assume no liability for the contents of the
ME-PDG or use thereof.” Given that the project is requiring a Pavement Warranty from
the Design-Builder, is it appropriate to utilize a design procedure that appears to be still
in the developmental stage?
Response: A mechanistically based design procedure will not be used for this project.
The pavement design shall be calculated as per the 1993 AASHTO Guide for the Design
of Pavement Structures shall. The AASHTOWare product DARWin 3.1 software may be
used for design calculations.

Question 28
Is it possible to receive the computer files for the Hydraflow and HydraCAD modeling
contained within the Preliminary Drainage Report?
Response: these files have been posted to the project web site

